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that it would be efficacious in preventing the spread of disease and in treating
common colds, coughs, “wheezing,” and minor bronchial irritations. The article
was not an antiseptic, and it would not be an effective preventive or treatment of
any disease condition affecting poultry. o

Analysis of the Alkamix disclosed that it contained sodium phosphate, 40
percent ; sodium thiosulfate, 15 percent; Epsom salt, 10 percent; dextrin, 8
percent; and smaller proportions of other compounds, including iron sulfate,
an iodide, and a phenolic compound such as sodium orthophenylphenate. Bac-
teriological - examination showed -that the article diluted as recommended in
the labeling failed to kill typhoid organisms in 6 hours or pus-producing
organisms in 24 hours. It was alleged to be misbranded in that certain state-
ments in the accompanying circulars and leaflets were false and misleading
since they represented and suggested that the article would be efficacious in
the prevention or treatment of various toxemias, colds, coryza, sinusitis,
diarrhea, intestinal parasites, coccidiosis, enteritis, blackhead, and acidosis;
that it would increase the water and feed consumed by poultry; that it was
an antiseptic; that it was of value in checking the developement of harmful
bacterial and fungus growths in the drinking water and crop; that it would
aid in maintaining the acid-alkaline balance of the body fluids; and that it
would stimulate metabolism or normal body functions. The article would
not be efficacious for such purposes or for any disease condition of poultry.

On October 3, 1944, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and. the products, including the circulars and leaflets, were
ordered destroyed.

1449, Misbranding of Robertson’s Worm Expeller. U. S. v. 144 Packages of Rob-
ertson’s Worm Expeller. Default decree of condemnation ahd destric-
tion. (F. D.C. No. 13076. Sample No. 80113—F.)

On July 27, 1944, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Illinois filed a libel against 144 1-pound packages of the above-named product
at East St. Louis, Ill,, alleging that the article had been shipped on or about
April 26, 1944, by the F. B. Chamberlain Co., from St. Louis, Mo.

- The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the name on the label,
“Worm Expeller For Hogs,” was false and misleading since examination showed
that the article contained 61 percent of inorganic material, including com-
pounds of iron, magnesium, and sodium, with plant material derived from areca
nut, and a small proportion of American wormseed; and an article of this
composition would have no value as an expeller for any species of worms that
infest hogs. :

On August 22, 1944, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1450. Misbranding of Dry Protosep. U. S. v. 1 Barrel of Dry Protosep. Default
decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 12883. Sample
No. 58699-F.)

On July 6, 1944, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Virginia filed a libel against 1 barrel containing 250 pounds of Dry Protosep
at Richmond, Va., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about
May 31, 1944, from Myerstown, Pa., by the Whitmoyer Laboratories, Inc. The
article was labeled as containing the following: “Ingredients Active :—Hydro-
chloric Acid, Benzoic Acid, Lactic Acid, Thymol, Oil of Eucalyptus, Fortified
Cod Liver Oil, Copper Gluconate, Calcium Gluconate. Inert:—Bentonite, Vege-
table Pulp, Water.,” ' :

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the following labeling
statements were false and misleading: (Barrel label) “A scientific flock treat-
ment for growing stock and layers * * * fdr Prevention—When the chicks
become 2 weeks of age, proceed as follows: Administer dry PROTOSEP one day
each week, using four pounds (4%) of dry Prorosep and 3 1bs. (39%) Epsom
Salts to every 100 pounds of regular mash (or use the special formula shown
under ‘Treatment’) one day each week. Continue to feed this PROTOSEP treated
mash one day each week until the chicks become 10 or 12 weeks of age”;
(pink tag label accompanying the article) “* * * pry PROTOSEP For the
Control and Treatment of Coccidiosis * * * For Prevention— * * #* gd-
minister DRY PROTOSEP mash one day each week. * * * _ Jor Treat-
ment— * * * Start feeding proTosEP treated mash for the balance of the
day and for the next :3 days. Take away all grain until the treatment is
completed. At the conclusion of the 4-day treatment start the regular feeding
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The article, when used as directed, would not be effective

as a flock treatment or preventive of any disease condition of poultry; and
it would have no value in the prevention, treatment, or control of coccidiosis

of poultry. -

On July 29, 1944, no claimant having aﬁpeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed. .
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PRODUCTS
. N. J. No. ] N. J. No.
Abortifacient . ' 1401 Lax Laxative and Thyroid Tab- ,
Aditis : 1405 lets e -- 1403
Alkamix 1448 | Laxatives without required warn-
Amazine_______________________ - 1406 ing statements_____ 1408-1411, 1413
Bandages and dressings_____ 1430-1432 | Leonardi’s Injection No. 1______ 1444
Benzoin, compound tincture of.__ 1427 | Liver extract iron vitamin B, ___ *1414
Blue ointment 1407 | Lock’s 9.12 Formula_____________ 1439
Buckthorn bark, ground_________ 1416 | Master Floresine 1447
Calcium gluconate solutions_ ?1414,1428 | Neol____________________ ™~ 1446
Ceregen 1438 | Parenteral drugs_______________ *1414
Cheri Hance Syrup______________ 1407 1417-1426, 1428, 1429
Cherry bark, wild, granulated____ 1416 Pituitary, posterior_________ 1425, 1426
Colchicine salicylate and iodide, Polyvalent P. ®________________ 1406
solution of - 1414 | Prophylaetics_______________ 1433-1437
Cosmetic (subject to the drug pro- Prostin _______________ ________ 1406
visions of the Act) __________ 1445 | Protosep____ - -— 1450
Crude drugs__ #1415 | Q-T Alterative—Nervine________ 1441
Dean Pills_ 1410, 1411 | Reducing preparation___________ 1403
Devices ___ 1433-1437 | Reno’s New Tonic_ —_— 1444
Dextrose, in lactate Ringer’s solu- Ringer’s solution, lactate________ 1423
tion ——— 1423 | Robertson’s Worm Expeller-_____ 1449
in physiological salt solution__ 1423 | Salt solution, physiological _______ 1422
solutions ___________ 21414, 1420-1422 | Sodium citrate solutions___ ? 1414, 1424
Drefs’ Préparation 1443 [ Sodium iodide ampuls.__________ 14231
Dyatrol________________ 1448 Specia} Pills____'___._____T___ 1410, 1411
Emerson’s Famous Medicine____ 1408 Strontl}lm .bromlde, solution of__ 21414
Eye dressing sets__ __ . ____ ______ 1430 SupI?OSltOI‘les, rectal -— 1442
s Testilon________________________ 1412
Gallusin S —— M3 Gragel ~ 11401
Gauge. See Bandages and dress- Veterinary preparations._. ... 1446
1ng. Vitadex-B in Isotonic Solution of
Gauztex.__ — 1431 Sodium .Chloride_._—_______ 1423
Grover Graham Remedy___..___ 1402 | yitamin B in physiological salt
Hair tonie—— ________________ 1445 solution__________________ _ 1493
Hall’s Canker Remedy__________ 1440 | Vitamin B, for parenteral use____ 1429
Hance -Compressed Tablets of Vitamin preparations_._________ 1414,
Triple Bromides.___________ 1407 1423, 1429, 1439
Injéction preparations. See Pa- Water for injection_. *1414, 1417-1419
renteral drugs. White’s Cream Vermifuge_______ 1404
Konjola_ - - 1409' Women’s disorders, remedy for__ 1444
SHIPPERS, MANUFACTURERS, AND DISTRIBUTORS
N. J. No., N. J. No.
Allied Pharmacal Co.: Associated Laboratories, Inec.:
- Q-T Alterative—Nervine._____ 1441 dextrose solution________ ?1414, 1420
. . : solutions of sodium citrate, col-
m§$31t23;£ " 1445 chicine salicylate and iodide,
s : strontium bromide, and eal-
American Medical Specialties Co., cium gluconate; and liver ex-
Ine.: tract iron vitamin B, and
triple distilled water__________ 1418 double distilled water_______ *1414

1 Permanent injunction issued. Contains findings of fact, conclusions of law, and other

for judgment.
3 Permanent injunction issued.
3 Injunction issued.
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1501. Misbranding of Pan-Secretin, U. 8. v. 144 Bottles of Pan-Secretin. Default
decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 12776. Sample Nos,
41205-F, 60873-F.)

On July 5, 1944, the United States attorney for the Northern District of Texas
filed a libel against 144 bottles of Pan-Secretin at Dallas, Tex., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Harrower Laboratory, Inc., from Glendale, Calif,,
between the approximate dates of March 27 and June 5, 1244. The article wag
lapeled in part: “Formula: Pancreas Substance (Tail) gr. 8% ; Duodenal Sub-
stance, gr. 114 ; Excipient q. s.” : )

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that it was a drug composed partly
of insulin that was not from a batch for which a certificate or release had been
issued pursuant to the law. : A

On August 12, 1944, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

*For omission of, or unsatisfactory, ingredients Statements, see Nos. 1504, 1510, 1512, 1516; deceptive
packaging, No. 1547; failure to bear an accurate statement of the quantity of the contents, Nos. 1504, 1505,
1516; failure to bear the name and place of business of the manufacturer, packer, or distrif)utor, Nos, 1511,
1516; failure to comply with the labeling requirements of an official compendium, No, 1526; cosmetic, sube
Ject to the drug provisions of the Act, No. 1503.
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